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This blog post can be accessed here: 


https://oliveratlantis.com/emil-kirkegaard/refutation/ 


[The below version has slight revisions. | 
A Refutation to Emil O. W. Kirkegaard’s Lies and Misleading Allegations 


If you search my name on a web-search engine e.g., Google, you will likely come across the 
following page titled ‘RationalWiki (Oliver D. Smith’s) attack page’ about me, on the website 
emilkirkegaard.dk: 


© Emil O. W. Kirkegaard 
https://emilkirkegaard.dk >» inaccuracies-in-rationalwik... 


Rationalwiki's (Oliver D. Smith's) attack page about me 


Stalking: Oliver Smith is the prototypical internet stalker, who spends seemingly endless 
amounts of time editing internet websites to annoy his targets. False ... 


Emil Kirkegaard likes to abuse Google searches of my name with disinformation. 


This hit-piece article is chock-full of malicious lies, slurs, and unfounded claims about me 
written by a vexatious litigant (named Emil Kirkegaard) who has been harassing me for many 
years. He is a debtor who owes me tens of thousands in legal costs, so he lashes out in 


frustration and is obsessed with badmouthing my name. A search of my name on his account on 


Twitter (X) reveals hundreds of invective tweets. Despite relentlessly attacking me on social 


media and his blog, he plays the victim and falsely accuses me of stalking. The refutation is by 


no means complete since he sporadically updates the page. 


Media Criticism 


Evidence Kirkegaard is a neo-Nazi is well-sourced (read below). As for being a “paedophile 
apologist” — Kirkegaard decided to sue me for defamation in 2018, but he lost the case and my 


posts were upheld as honest opinion. He fails to mention the lawsuit outcome because he was 


ordered to pay 84% of my costs. A reasonable reader can hold the opinion Kirkegaard is a 
paedophilia apologist based on his own abhorrent posts (these include describing age of 
consent a “fiction” and his suggestion of lowering age of consent to 13, or younger; he also 


supported legalising possession of child pornography and incest). There is no evidence British 


tabloids repeated or quoted from me, for example, Stewart Lee in The Guardian independently 


came to hold the opinion Kirkegaard is a “paedophilia apologist” (Lee, 2018). PZ Meyers, ina 


blog post similarly wrote: “he [Emil Kirkegaard] has a way to justify raping children.” 


The “internet stalking and harassment” claim is projection. 


I refute the schizophrenia claim below. 


Rational Wiki 


I no longer edit RationalWiki and Kirkegaard deliberately misrepresents my former activity 
there. The number of pages on “persons” was not my primary focus — the majority of my page 


or article creations were not biographical but on science topics and books. 


26, 27, 28, 29. From 2012-2015, I mostly created pages on creationist literature. Aside from 
young earth creationists, no one else complained about my edits until Kirkegaard did. He 


pestered me over his RationalWiki article. Eventually, I had enough of his whining so made a 


deletion request on February 8, 2019. However, the article was voted to be kept by moderators. 


For a refutation of Kirkegaard’s dubious claims about RationalWiki see here: 
https://hcommons.org/deposits/item/hc:61315/ 


Psychological Projection 


Bizarrely, what Emil Kirkegaard falsely accuses me of, he is, or is doing himself: 


Unlike Kirkegaard, I have not misled about my credentials. He is known to be pretentious, to 
extent he calls himself a “polymath” and his alma mater (Aarhus Universitet), published a 
statement telling him to remove an incorrect description of his employment from his Google 
profile. Last time I checked my past university has not written embarrassing statements like 
this about me. He exaggerates himself on his social media profiles, claiming to be a scientist, 
politician, logician, and philosopher (he is none of these things). In contrast, I merely 
describe myself as an amateur meteorologist and a freelance writer. I have never published a 
paper preprint (unless you include my B.A. dissertation); can Kirkegaard get anything about 
me correct? Unsurprisingly, he seems to have inflated his scholarly citations as well by self- 


citations. Few academics pay him attention or cite his work (~80% of his citations are his own). 


Emil Kirkegaard 


@KirkegaardEmil 

Polymath, philosopher, politician, 
logician, linguist, psychologist, 
programmer, etc. 

Q Denmark 

& emilkirkegaard.dk 

(©) Joined January 2012 


Emil Kirkegaard’s pseudointellectualism. 


Inaccurate. In 2008, I did post on Stormfront as a guest (not as a member), but everything else 
Kirkegaard made up. This was not the first internet forum I posted on, and it was the only neo- 
Nazi/white nationalist website — I visited as a teenager; nor did I spend a “long time” there (~6 
months). Disingenuously, Kirkegaard does not point out I was confined to the “opposing 
views” section of the forum after I criticised Nazis e.g., in a comment in this section, I said: “I 
am an anti-Nazi as I lost (British) relatives during WW2” and “I despise Hitler” (post dated 23- 
12-2008). Anyway, I have not had anything to do with Stormfront since December 2008 and 
would not visit that cesspool today. I was 18 years old at the time of posting, so some of my 
views have since changed then (Kirkegaard says he was a communist when he was 17). Aside 


from this lack of good judgment as a teenager, I have had nothing since to do with racist forums. 


One might wonder why Kirkegaard falsely claims I am a neo-Nazi: as recent as May 2023, he 
attended the neo-Nazi Guide to Kulchur conference in Tallin, Estonia. He writes articles for 
white supremacist sites including American Renaissance and Occidental Observer. He attends 


other far-right conferences (e.g., he spoke at a Traditional Britain Group meeting on October 


8, 2022; the person who introduced him as a speaker was found guilty of a racially-aggravated 
offence). Kirkegaard’s politics have much in common with neo-Nazism, e.g., he wants 


to repeal hate-speech laws, ban refugees, repatriate immigrants, oppose gender equality, 
supports eugenics and admits to racism. There is also the fact, in 2012, he took a photo of 


himself next to someone performing a Hitler salute and listens to neo-fascist bands. Basically 


Kirkegaard flipped from being a far-left extremist to a far-right extremist (horseshoe theory). 


Kirkegaard calls virtually anyone who disagrees with him a “stalker”, so he uses it to deflect 


criticism. He spends countless hours vilifying me on social media, while a search of my name 
on his blog, reveals at least 8 unflattering posts. My legal defence has noted the fact Kirkegaard 
has engaged in “...repeatedly smearing and attacking” (Kirkegaard v Smith [2019] EWHC 
3393 (QB) [41b]); on October 2, 2020, I even sent Kirkegaard a cease and desist notice. 


Someone else Kirkegaard falsely accused of stalking has responded to him: 


https://www.pinkerite.com/2021/1 1/perjuror-racist-emil-o-w-kirkegaard.htm 


More projection. Kirkegaard legally changed his name (to William Engman) and uses fake 


names and aliases (e.g., Peter Goldstein). I never changed my name; I publish as Oliver D. 


Smith and identify as ODS on social media. I have used pseudonyms on wikis and forums but 
this is common — Kirkegaard does the same thing, for example, his main Wikipedia account 


(which is now banned) is named Deleet. 


I am not sure what relevance this has but his claims about my mental health are dubious. 


Projection is off-the-charts. Kirkegaard is infamous for his unpleasant writings on child porn. 


His interest in paedophilia resulted in him being described by a judge as a blogger on the 
“_..morality of child pornography” (Kirkegaard v Smith [4]). These are not my interests, nor 
have I blogged about these unsavoury things. I do not have have “sex[ual] problems” (although 
Kirkegaard does as a sadomasochist). Kirkegaard’s incorrect claim I am “asexual” is based on 
a misquotation (read below). He is also the sick individual accusing others of being incels and 


virgins, not me (unlike him, I have screenshots). 


Mental Health 


Kirkegaard has written about my mental health on multiple websites, including his own. A lot 
of what he writes is misleading. Curiously, one of his friends describes him as autistic — does 
this explain his peculiar fixation? Given his online antics, numerous sites, have documented 


his own mental problems. 
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The confusion stems from what Emil Kirkegaard classifies as a “mental illness” — I do not 
consider autistic spectrum disorder to be a mental disorder, but a neurodevelopmental disorder. 
This distinction is explained here. As noted by Reilly et al. (2019), “the classification of autism 
as a mental health condition is controversial and contested”. To quote a peer-reviewed article: 
“Autism on its own is not classified as a mental illness; it is a neurodevelopmental disorder that 
affects behavioral, social and cognitive life skills” (Ripamonti, 2016). So, when Kirkegaard 
thinks he is showing a contradiction in my posts as a sort of ‘gotcha’ — he is not and is displaying 
ignorance. I have never denied having an ASD diagnosis (since a teenager), but I do not see 


myself as being “mentally ill” for having Asperger’s. 


Kirkegaard is relying on a spurious quotation. I did not write verbatim what is quoted. 


Ancien 


2 weeks ago my posts started to get edited and posts appeared I never wrote- 


Kiwi Farms also created the "Oliver Smith (pedophile)" name; I never registered here using my name, nor am I a paedophile. 


Why did Mikemikev post 98% of comments are mine and not 100%? The actual figure is more like 90%. I had around 150 posts total and 10- 
15 were changed 2 weeks ago. The comment is still up where I said where this happened. 


My screen name, user description and some posts were changed on the forum. 
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The administrator of the forum retracted this falsehood and libel in May 2017 (some context 


is here). I do not apologise for my role in taking Kiwi Farms temporarily offline given 
its notoriety. On the other hand, I have had practically nothing to do with the forum since my 
user description was deleted and do not now check what is written there; the forum apparently 


has had hosting problems so is often offline. 


In September 2015, Kirkegaard wrote a post positively reviewing Metapedia’s article on 
race and intelligence. He said: “I could have instead edited the page, but I’m too busy”. 
In contrast, when I edited Metapedia in 2012-2013, I negatively reviewed the article, and 


I spent several months criticising hereditarianism. 


Kirkegaard’s views align with Metapedia (contrary to his insinuation mine do) and he 
wrote one chapter in a book published by the far-right Arktos Media which has close ties 
to Metapedia (both were co-founded by Daniel Friberg). The screenshot Kirkegaard 
posted, is from a deleted longer discussion which omits text. Suffice to say, distorted off- 


the-cuff remarks, is not evidence for anything. 


Not a “victim”. I reported this person to the police for child sex offences. 


I was clear what I thought of neo-Nazis on the forum (post dated 23-12-2008): 


e “Ihave encountered mostly hostility and ignorant Nazis in nearly every thread”. 
e “Why would I like Hitler and the Nazi regime, considering I lost relatives to it”. 


e “TI am an anti-Nazi as I lost (British) relatives during WW2”. 


I never had an “account” on Stormfront. I posted as a guest. I shared the Photobucket account. 


While true, a lot in this email is inaccurate (e.g., I have never suffered from “psychotic 
episodes” and my mother never said this but mentioned sleep-related hallucinations). 
Kirkegaard will repeat any unsubstantiated or dubious allegation about me on the internet if it 


puts me in not a very favourable light. 
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It is telling this is the only legal document he uploaded to his website (without my 
permission). All the other documents (including a judgment and court orders) which 
prove he lost the frivolous lawsuit and is a debtor being countersued, he has not uploaded 


e.g., a letter warning on costs my solicitor sent him: 


Our client: Oliver Smith 
We note you are still instructed by Emil Kirkegaard. 


Following the Notice of Discontinuance filed on 21 May 2020, the amount of £13,500.00 relating to the Cost Order 
dated 10 December 2019 became payable immediately. f 


We request that payment of £13,500.00 is paid immediately and within the next 7 days namely by 21 September 
2020 to our client account. 


If payment is not received by the above date, we will be recommending that our client proceeds with enforcement 
action against your client which will include an application for your client to attend court for questioning. 


There is no reason for your client not to make payment immediately and the ongoing costs assessment 
proceedings has no effect or impact on your client making the payment set out in this letter. 
Letter sent to Emil Kirkegaard by my solicitor on September 15, 2020, proving he is a debtor. 
Disinformation 


I do not have “false identities” and I have never impersonated anyone. 


Pseudonyms are standard on forums and wikis. 


Kirkegaard himself has used multiple pseudonyms (e.g., Deleet, DeleetDK, Filomath). 


This is the most dishonest part of the hit-piece. Kirkegaard completely mischaracterises me as 
a stalker who uses hundreds of aliases. This is categorically untrue. He then tries to pass off 


lies he has written about me on other sites or gets his credulous friends to copy them as third- 


party “investigations”. This is known as truth illusionary effect. I do not have any false 


identities, nor do stalk/impersonate anyone. 


Kirkegaard has his own Encyclopedia Dramatica article. 


Most of these were deleted years ago: 


My Lolcow Wiki entry and Encyclopedia Dramatica article were created by a single 
individual who also instigated the Kiwi Farms thread and posted in it. This person you 
can read about here and here. They are a self-admitted troll (banned from several 
websites) who had their own Lolcow Wiki entry. 

Rome Viharo is a disgruntled ex- Wikipedia editor who was banned and set up a site to 
malign users who he held responsible for his block, including myself, my brother, Susan 


Gerbic, and Tim Farley. 


The remaining two pages, were created by Kirkegaard’s friends or associates to attack me: 


Laird Shaw: a friend of Kirkegaard who on his site mentions “my friend Emil 
Kirkegaard”. Kirkegaard has thanked Shaw in one of his OpenPsych papers 
(Kirkegaard, 2014) and speaks to him on Facebook. 

e The claims about me on Shaw’s forum are false, although I never paid them 
or him much attention — Shaw has a plethora of highly irrational beliefs 
including demonic possession and psychokinesis. He is not someone I would 
waste time debating (for the same reason, I do not debate flat-earthers). 

Abd Lomax: a vexatious litigant who sided with Kirkegaard to harass me. At one point, 
Lomax said he was offering Kirkegaard “legal advice”. After Lomax discovered 
Kirkegaard lost the frivolous lawsuit he filed against me, he stopped publicly supporting 
him on his own site and began to distance himself. 


Wildly exaggerated. I count ~20 on my archive (that were actually mine) and these go 


back to 2011, so this is not excessive per year. I have been inactive as an editor on 


Wikipedia (WMF wikis), since 2019. 


I never use VPNs on wikis or forums. Kirkegaard is lying. Before I created accounts on 
Wikipedia and RationalWiki I used my public IP address (here and here). Kirkegaard also IP- 
checked my account on his forum and it was not a VPN. It is typical for Kirkegaard to falsely 
accuse me of the exact thing he is doing — he has repeatedly admitted to using VPNs (plus 


a TOR browser) to mask his identity online. 


This is delusional. I do not have “targets”. 


This claim is unsourced because he made it up. 


Kirkegaard is describing his own behaviour again. He copies his lies about me onto multiples 
sites and gets his cronies to repeat them, which I documented above. Many other 
critics); in fact, “He [Emil Kirkegaard] doesn’t just attract them, he intentionally directs them 
at people who criticize him.” I have encountered this on social media. Anyone who disagrees 
with Kirkegaard will have dozens of trolls attacking them. This happens because Kirkegaard 
has managed to accrue a large following on social media (I have few followers). One person 


(whose name I have blanked), described Kirkegaard’s followers as “frog men”: 


z= Dec 6, 2018, 11:08AM (5 days ago) W @ 


tome v 


Hi Oliver, 


first of all I'm sorry for all the harassment you went through. The RationalWiki article is based on his own quotes and other demonstrable sources, 


whereas his "refutation" looks like he's simply talking shit about you. Thanks for doing more than your fair part on the fight against racism. 


| will just ignore any further legal or personal attacks from him or his cronies. My approach during the past few days was obviously wrong and | 
knew it all along, | just let my emotions get the best of me and naively expected some spontaneous support from other more senior academics. (I 
think he lost at least two academic followers so it wasn't for nothing.) But | don't know how to fight him safely (and maybe that is a reason the 
senior academics pretend they don't see his speaking in their name to the general public); say anything and he retweets it, his frog men attack you, 
and if you defend yourself then he repeats the process. I'm afraid that if | show in his radar ever again then there'll be an article somewhere about 


me too being a schizophrenic autistic pedophile or whatever. Maybe just quit science and let the world go to shit. 


Another person Emil Kirkegaard harassed, emailed me, and recounted a similar experience. 


Sheer projection. Kirkegaard is heavily interested in sex-related topics (searches for the words 
“sex” or “sexual” on his website reveal 309 and 121 blog posts while “rape”, 65 posts). In 


contrast, I have zero. 


e [never said I was asexual. I described myself once, years ago as grey-asexual; 
Kirkegaard misquoted. 

e [am an anti-natalist but I do not consider all sex is perverted. Kirkegaard made up the 
latter absurdity. 

e Ido not have an interest in naked Tomb Raider models. This dubious claim, traces 
back to a silly joke on Tomb Raider Forums in August 2006 and it does not help 
Kirkegaard confused mods with models. There are funny mods for the classic Tomb 
Raider games and I sometimes download them on my PC. 


These are all false allegations. 


I do not use VPNs on message boards, forums, wikis, or social media. 


I used a few single purpose accounts years back on Wikipedia but this has nothing to do with 
laziness. 


Kirkegaard is the most dishonest and reprehensible individual I have encountered (he 
was criticised by a judge for quoting my posts out of context and he frequently makes things 
up). Given the fact, he is a habitual liar you can find other people who describe him extremely 


dishonest; examples here and here. 


Another lie. Kirkegaard has repeated this falsehood about me on social media. 


I have never been in a feud with “Ben Steigmans”’. 


This is a non-existent person and disinformation. 


The account Kirkegaard links to is an impersonation. I used the name “Krom” but a troll 
impersonated me as “Kroms” (with the added “s”) on Encylopedia Dramatica and 
RationalWiki; the Kroms account on the latter is blocked as a confirmed impersonation. 


Kirkegaard accuses me of impersonating others without a shred of evidence, but then relies on 


a blatant impersonation of me. You couldn’t make it up. 


Another quote out of context. The paragraph Kirkegaard has omitted explains what I was 
complaining about and vindicates me. An account was by mistake blocked in my name so I 
raised this issue and the person who owned the account made an edit using their IP. I have 
never lied about my identities. The liar is Kirkegaard. Furthermore, no admins (plural) are 


quoted (Kirkegaard, is lying about that as well). 


Skeptical 


The page changes because different users edit it including Kirkegaard (he edited his own 


article and its talk page). His main account was blocked in October 2017 but since then, he 


has vandalised the article. My version of the page was created on February 12, 2016. I am not 


responsible for the current version. 


Skeptical is a US-spelling; I tend to spell the word sceptical (British), so it is not mine; I 
have pointed this out before. Kirkegaard admitted he could have made a mistake about 
who owns this admin (sysop) account writing “I may or may not have made a mistake”. 
He never though retracts his errors/mistakes. I presume Kirkegaard erroneously thinks 


the admin Skeptical is my account because they blocked him. 


Paedophilia Apologism 


I successfully defended my online posts Kirkegaard is a “paedophilia apologist” in court. They 
were upheld as honest opinion (under §3 of the Defamation Act 2013) meaning opinions a 
reasonable reader could hold based on his unpleasant writings on paedophilia I hyperlinked in 
three out of four posts he sued me for writing (a discussion of the hyperlinked material can be 
found here). He does not have the integrity to acknowledge the outcome of his frivolous lawsuit 
against me because he lost. I am countersuing him to recover my costs, after he refused to pay, 
which sums up his awful character. I stand by my opinion Kirkegaard is a paedophilia apologist 


— his morally repugnant view on age of consent and child pornography reaffirm my fair 


comment he does support paedophilia). 


The added disclaimer was obviously written as damage control and is misleading. For example, 


Kirkegaard says he does not support changing the age of consent. Yet he spent many years on 


the internet as an activist for reducing age of consent, going as far as describing age of consent 
a “fiction”. Kirkegaard’s claim he wrote a “total of 2 blogposts on this topic [paedophilia] out 
of 903” is demonstrably false when you count the numerous posts he rushed to delete during 


the lawsuit; I sent two screenshots to my solicitor. 


The vile post in question can be read below. Kirkegaard suggested as a “compromise” for 
paedophiles: “... having sex with a sleeping child without them knowing it (so, using sleeping 
medicine). If they dont [sic] notice it is difficult to see how they cud [sic] be harmed, even if it 
is rape”. He went on to defend this blog post, writing: “My remark was simply that if you have 
sex with someone [children] while they are asleep and somehow don’t wake up from it and 
they never discover it later somehow, it is not likely for there to be any causal effects on mental 
health. How would there be?”. On his website, Kirkegaard wrote another post seemingly 


defending unconscious rape, however, this is seldom quoted. 


The ban on child porn possession 


Falkvinge recently ran an article about the legalization of child porn possession. Either very foolish or very brave, perhaps both. Surely some reporters will pick up on 
this sooner or later and run headlines like “Pirates want to legalize child porn”, which even if true will damage the media image of the Pirate Parties. However, there is 
no way around this if one wants to discuss censorship and freedom of information. There is a reason why online censorship started with child porn, and ofc, the 


copyright people are happy about it 
I suggest that people read the comments as well, i also made some comments there as well 


Consider also reading this article which is making the basic point: if sexual orientation is something one is born with (it is), then the preference for children is as well 
So, no law can make people become not pedofiles. Sad situation. Now comes the saddest part: Suppose one is born a pedofile. What to do? If one is a moral being, 
then one will avoid actually raping children. One can have sex with some rather young ones (say, any consenting child in puberty) without any moral problems, 
especially when one is young oneself. 


For the rest, one is left to masturbate to porn, perhaps child porn (animated or not), and regular porn. That sucks, and there is nothing to do about it. Perhaps a 
compromise is having sex with a sleeping child without them knowing it (so, using sleeping medicine). If they dont notice it is difficult to see how they cud be harmed, 
even if it is rape. One must distinguish between rape becus the other was disconsenting (wanting to not have sex), and rape becus the other is not consenting, but not 
disconseting either (so, unaware of the action becus of sleep or coma or something like that). There is also the possibility of bodily harm that will be there after the 
person wakes up. This is especially the case with small children since their bodily openings are not large enuf for a regular sized male penis. To avoid this one shud not 
penetrate 


Oh, and perhaps the best solution to one who is exclusively aroused by very young children: castration, either medical or fysical. This will help reduce libido 


Screenshot of Emil Kirkegaard’s blog post used under §30 Copyright Designs and Patents Act 1988. 


This is questionable at best. I do not personally believe a word Kirkegaard says about his post 
being a utilitarian “thought experiment” to reduce harm which does not make sense (drugging 
and raping children causes harm); his own solicitor likely doubted this as well which is why 
they told him to delete it. There is also the fact Kirkegaard in the same post wrote he believes 
sex with “any consenting child in puberty” is moral and acceptable (in his words, “without any 
moral problems”). This is a clear defense of paedophilia (considering girls on average 


begin puberty at 11 years old, while boys about about 12). 


Bias in Academia 


I never wrote what is quoted. As for “left-wing bias” in academia, it appears to be 
confined to certain disciplines not all of academia. For example, in a 2005 US survey (n 
= 1643), 49% business professors identified as being liberal, compared to 77% 
sociologists and 80% philosophers (Rothman et al. 2005). 


Twitter 


Kirkegaard did not only write these exaggerations and falsehoods about himself on Twitter (X) 
but his blog, Google Plus profile, and other websites. He removed most in 2016 when his alma 


mater told him to remove a false description of his employment as a “scientist” (note he was 


unemployed at the time). 


It is highly unusual for someone to call themselves a psychologist with not even a bachelor’s 
degree in psychology. Note the National Counselling Society has clarified: “A psychologist 
usually means someone who has a degree in psychology”. As for the ISIR, Kirkegaard was 
prevented as speaking at one of their conferences. 


The keynote speaker at this event described Kirkegaard as a “careless racist lunatic”. 


It is hard to take this serious. Does this make me an entomologist for reading >50 books on 


insects? 


Kirkegaard again comes across as pretentious. 


The Danish Pirate Party and Technology Party have not contested elections. These micro 


parties now appear to be defunct. What is the definition of a politician? Most dictionaries say 
an “individual holding or seeking an elected office in government” which excludes Kirkegaard 
who is not elected nor has stood in an election. I am reliably informed he was expelled from 


the Danish Pirate Party (read below). 


I have not seen any evidence Kirkegaard is a programmer or geneticist. 


The latter is improbable. 


Doxxing 


At least three individuals had a bad experience on the OpenPsych forum, including myself: 


e Kirkegaard first attacked me on the forum when I posted there in 2015-2016 by 
posting ad hominem. 

e Inever harassed anyone on the forum. I made a single thread criticising 
OpenPsych’s pseudojournals. 

e He responded by banning my account (then doxxing my IP-address, geolocation, and 
email address). 

e Icriticised OpenPsych on RationalWiki several months before Kirkegaard banned my 
account so his insinuation I created his RationalWiki article two days later for revenge 
is misleading to say the least. 


More lies. I never registered this account on the forum nor used this name on RationalWiki. 


OKCupid 


Whether the data was “plainly public” is disputed. 


Articles on the OKCupid doxxing incident can be read here, here and here. 


Os Keyes 


Os Keyes (formerly named Oliver Keyes) wrote a blog post criticising Kirkegaard in 2016. I 
suspect Kirkegaard wrote some of Keyes’ Encyclopedia Dramatica page (NSFW [not linked]). 
I am not aware Keyes has a mental illness. Note that Kirkegaard has misgendered Keyes on 


social media and his blog. 


Incorrect for the reasons outlined here. 


The editorial ignored my main criticism. 


White Nationalism 


Considering Kirkegaard is a neo-Nazi or white nationalist himself, his response is obviously 
dishonest. Kirkegaard, in July 2022, wrote a blog post openly supporting “ethno-nationalism” 
(this euphemism is used by white nationalists) and said he wants to ban refugees entering 
Denmark. In 2013, he wrote on a forum “fuck I hate Muslims”, suggested to shut down all 
mosques and remarked “...mass immigration will be the end of the Danish ethnicity”. 


Kirkegaard’s social media contains a lot of offensive and inflammatory posts; a large 


percentage of his followers are undeniably ‘alt-right’ or white nationalists. He is basically a 


far-right troll and provocateur (who has been described as a “careless racist lunatic”). 


“As for my comment on the video, here’s the actual post. Saying that a video is 
nicely done does not imply agreement. It just means that... it was nicely 
done. Watch the video for yourself and see if you don’t also think it is nicely done.” 


This is not the only alt-right content Kirkegaard promoted on social media. 


Many other examples. 


Neo-Nazism 


“Ah, at last, my Nazi status proven: a photo from 2012 on Facebook where 
someone heils in the background! This was most likely brought to Oliver’s 
attention by Danish Antifa. Of course, making Nazi jokes doesn’t prove anything, 
and it would be monumentally stupid to conclude that someone is a Nazi based on 
a jokey picture from Facebook.” 


I already documented the fact Kirkegaard is a neo-Nazi (read above). He attended a neo-Nazi 


event, writes for far-right webzines and has been a recurring guest on a white supremacist 


podcast to discuss eugenics; he also tweets Nazi propaganda and has regularly published in the 
racist Mankind Quarterly. So, it does not surprise me he took a photo of himself next to 
someone performing a Hitler salute. If he wants to file a frivolous defamation lawsuit against 
me and lose again — he is more than welcome to. I can defend my statement “Emil Kirkegaard 
is a neo-Nazi” as truth (under section 1 of the Defamation Act 2013). His ideology or beliefs 


clearly align with neo-Nazism which is sourced here, here and here. 


“If you’re wondering why I was stupid enough to share that publicly, I used to be 
into radical honesty stuff, typical of less wrong/rationalist people. Also, I did not 
expect to be famous in 2012, so didn’t think that someone would try to use it against 
me more than 4 years later. Some information about my actual political views can 
be found here and here.” 


More accurate summaries of his political views can be read here and here. 


“Oliver alleges that back in 2013 when I was involved (board member) in the Danish Pirate 
Party, I ‘tried to defend cooperation of the Piratpartiet with the neo-Nazi Party of the Danes’. 
This is not quite right either. Oliver is relying on a Danish Antifa source, obviously 
questionable, and his inability to read Danish does not help. The real story is that I wrote an 
open letter for the Pirate Party concerning the democratic procedures for forming new parties 
and getting them on the ballot (the letter can be found here). The letter proposed a variety of 
changes to make this process easier (primarily by allowing the collection of signatures online 
instead of only on paper), and some of these changes were in fact later put into law in 2014— 
2016. An open invitation was sent to other small parties in Denmark at the time asking if they 
wanted to show their support for the changes, and a few parties signed on, including the quasi- 
neo-Nazi party. As such, there was no co-operation with that party. They simply co-signed a 
letter I wrote advocating some suggested improvements to the Danish democracy.” 


I searched the Piratpartiet forum to see if there is any truth to what Kirkegaard wrote — as 
expected he is not being completely honest and what he says is a half-truth. The “open letter” 
sent by Kirkegaard to the neo-Nazi Party of the Danes (which they signed) was heavily 
criticised by other Pirate members; one of whom, wanted to expel Kirkegaard from the party 
for associating with far-right extremists and sending the letter to neo-Nazis. Another 


member wrote: “Emil has chosen to invite the Danes’ Party to join the open letter says more 


about Emil’s personal attitude than the Pirate Party’s attitude.” I received proof from a Danish 


individual who knew Kirkegaard back then, he was expelled over the controversy. 


Asexuality 


This is a misquote. I did not describe myself as asexual (read above). 


Why is Kirkegaard interested in my sexuality? (he has repeated the same misinformation about 


me being an asexual on other websites). 


I used this screen name (“Tibetan Foothills”) once and have not used it since August 2016. 


Attack Blogs 


Kirkegaard’s blog has 8 posts currently traducing me (he has copied these to another blog to 


maximise harm). He is again accusing me of his own behaviour. No website I have documented 


his antics and/or provided legal updates was taken offline for ToS violation (it is Kirkegaard 
who has been banned from websites for harassing me e.g., here and here). I reported and got 
his main blog temporarily suspended. He was further reprimanded by his website host for 


copyright infringement after I filed a DMCA take-down notice and the infringing content 


was deindexed on Google. His website (emilkirkegaard.dk) has had dozens of complaints, 


lodged against it for suspected copyright infringement dating back a decade. 


